INAUGURAL ADDRESS.
Session 1879-80.
Delivered by Sir JOSEPH FAYKER, K.C.S.I., M.D., F.R.S., President. [November 5th, 1879.] Gentlemen,?My first duty is to tliank you for placing me in the honourable and responsible position I now occupy as President of this Society. I must suppose, whatever be my own misgivings on the subject, that you recognise in me some personal or official fitness for the post, and it therefore only remains for me to endeavour to justify the selection you have made, though I confess I anticipate some difficulty in doing so. The duties of a Society with such aims as those of the one over which you have called on me to preside are of a very important nature; the questions it proposes to investigate are often of surpassing interest, and the influence it ought to exercise for the public good should be largely exerted and widely felt. To guide the affairs of such an institution seems to me to demand, in the person who holds the office of President, a combination of qualifications to which I can lay no claim ; nevertheless, as you have been pleased to place me here, it will be my duty and my anxious desire to devote to your service such knowledge as I may have acquired during a long residence in India, where epidemic disease prevails; and for the rest, I can only crave your indulgence for such shortcomings as must occur in the case of one whose experience has been rather that of a practical physician than of a scientific epidemiologist; assuring you, at the same time, that no effort shall be wanting to promote the welfare of the Society.
On assuming this seat, I know it is my duty to inaugurate the session by a brief address on some subject cognate to the work before the Society, and I must, therefore, observe the usual routine; but I admit I approach it with some hesitation, for there is so much that might be We are now entering on our thirtieth session, and, I trust, we have reason to believe that our progress is satisfactory, and oifr work such as will prove that the Society is fulfilling the main object for which it was founded. Though not one of the largest, it is certainly not one of the least active or important among the medical societies of the metropolis, whilst the cosmopolitan range of subjects embraced within the scope of its inquiry renders its proceedings of far more than mere local interest. The papers read and subjects discussed during previous years vindicate its title to a prominent place among institutions which have for their object the promotion of some of the best interests.of mankind; and I can only ex- press a hope that the session now commencing will not fall short, in this respect, of its predecessors.
As a comparatively new member of the Society, I have as yet had but little experience of its mode of working, and few opportunities of taking much part in its discussions, but I have learned enough of its objects and proceedings to know that they merit the best efforts of the members for its support, and also for the elucidation of the important (and, in some cases, still undetermined) questions that come before it, and which so deeply concern the welfare of man and the prosperity of nations?problems relating to the genesis, diffusion, and prophylaxis of disease which, in the epidemic form, still so often proves the scourge of communities and the enigma of science. Such are the subjects it is our duty to investigate, and we hope by degrees in some measure to unravel. Nor need we doubt that in time much of what is now obscure will be made clear. When we think of what has been done but recently?how much has been learned by careful observation and generalisation, how beneficial has been the result of the knowledge as applied to sanitary work, and in the diminution it has effected in the death-rate; and when we contrast our present knowledge of idiopathic fevers and other diseases, the laws of contagion, and the natural history of entozoa, with that of but a few years ago, we ? "Much has been written, and much discussion has taken place during the year, regarding the connection between cholera and foul water. We have not yet discovered the poison of cholera, nor even if there be one. To limit the cause of cholera to one factor, and its entrance into the system to one mode only, would be very unwise. Short of demonstration, the objections against such inferences must be great. Notwithstanding this, I confess that every year's observation, in going from district to district, in hearing the various opinions of the local officers on the subject, and in reflecting on both, my conviction has become stronger and stronger that there is a connection between impure water and cholera, and the one?in Bengal at least?is the chief (I would not make it absolute or conclusive) exciting cause of the other. Wherever the drinking-water has been most perfectly kept free from impurities, and especially local ones, there cholera has prevailed the least."
I have no intention now of entering into the controversy, and have merely referred to the main points of difference that exist among those who, having wTatched the disease closely and critically, are equally entitled to be heard. So far as I can see, no theory yet propounded meets all the difficulties, or explains all the phenomena manifested by cholera, at least in India. There is much in each that commends it to acceptance, though each is beset by difficulties. So far as I can judge, the direct contagion theory has now few supporters anywhere, for few believe that mere contact with the sick is attended with danger, and many believe the same with regard to the excreta, the enteric contamination of water?the water theory, in fact. This is not the time or occasion on which to offer an opinion on the matter; but I must say that, as far as my experience goes (and it 
